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Application No. 

Continuation ^J?™^^ Qf fnfe coinmunica t i 0 n appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 



" I fit* IBHILI/tU L(«ll. «l n. - — ■ 

THE REPI Y FILED 21 April 2005 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

IH The reply was filed after a final rejection, but prior to or on the same day as filing a Notice of Appeal. To avoid abandonment of 
lD th ^ 

places the application in condition for allowance; (2) a Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee) >n compl ance with 37 CFR .41 .31 or 
(3) a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1 . 1 14. The reply must be f.led with.n one of the 
following time periods: 
a) M The period for reply expires 3_months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b □ The period for reply expires on: (1 ) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection whichever ,s later. In no 
elnt towever w II the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection. 
SneTNote: Tbox 1 Wheeled, check either bTx (a) or (b). ONLY CHECK BOX (b) WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN TWO 

Extensions'^ 

above, if checked Any reply received byihe Office later than three months after the maling date of the final rejection, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

? 0 nThe°NoticTof Appeal was filed on _. A brief in compliance with 37 CFR 41 .37 must be filed within two months of the date 

2 off ling the NoS of Appeal (37 CFR^T.37(a)), or any extension thereof (37 CFR ^^^t^^^^C^RA^Zl^ ^ 
Since a Notice of Appeal has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time period set forth in 37 CFR 41 .37(a). 

AMENDMENTS 

3 □ The proposed amendment(s) filed after a final rejection, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered because 

(a) D They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below), 

(b) D They raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below); ieM1M for 

(c) D They are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducmg or simplifying the issues for 
appeal; and/or . . 

(d) D They present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
NOTE:. . (See 37 CFR 1.116 and 41.33(a)). . . 

4. □ The amendments are not in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121. See attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (PTOL-324): 
5 □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): — — . 

6. □ Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment canceling 

7 □ Vp^esol appeSe proposed amendment^): a) □ will not be entered, or b) □ will be entered and an explanation of 

how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER EVIDENCE 

8 [""I The affidavit or other evidence filed after a final action, but before or on the date of filing a Notice of Appeal will not be entered 

because ^SSlad to provide a showing of good and sufficient reasons why the affidavit or other evidence .s necessary 
and was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 1.1 16(e). 

9 □ The affidavit or other evidence filed after the date of filing a Notice of Appeal, but prior to the date of filing a brief w I rM be 

entered because the affidavit or other evidence failed to overcome aN rejections under appeal and/or ^ap pellan fa is to provide a 
showing a good and sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 41 . JJ(d)(i ). 

10. □ The affidavit or other evidence is entered. An explanation of the status of the claims after entry is below or attached. 

REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION/OTHER 

11 M The request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: 
it i. thP examiner's position that the finality of th e rejection mailed 7 February 2005 was proper, since the new prior art 
i ^ioTis were necessitated bv an amendm ent The amended claims were not originally considered or searched since he 
Mutation s did not come from the original clai m s: thus, the new limitations are not encompassed in sub | ect ma ter easonab y 
T ^^ n he claimed. Rega rding the applicant s arguments that the Blum reference does not disclose a coating that .s mar 
and abrasion resist ant" it is the examiner's position that t he term is relative By the broadest reasonable interp re ation a 
i^atir^havina anv amount of mar and abrasion resistance would be e ncompass ed. Also, since the coatings of he Blum 
gggj ^f Z daimed polvurethan. riisnersions. it is the examiner's position that Blum s ■ coatmqs wou Ic inherent y hav g 

nood mar and abras ion resistance pro p erties In response -to-the applicant's arguments that he Dai Nippon reference does not 

L^ThTTT ai^r. mating method * it is noted that the reference teaches coating the substrate with each of the layer ^ noted in 
ThTl^ rt faxamole 1 ). Also the claims are no t written to excl ude lam ination, since laminating can be considered a coating 
^nT- The examiner has po inted to motivation for using the methods and layer structures of the Dai Nippon reference in 
RU.m's methods and la ^r inures m response to the applicant's arguments that the Takahashi re erence does no teach 
Th^m^uring. it is noted that the Blum reference teaches this aspect. The Takahashi reference has been e led upon as a 
secondary refere nce to provide teachings and motivation for using specific coatin g thickn esses and ahrasmn res lS tance agents. 
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